fact that a cleanup man would be cleaning material from under
the belt in close proximity to the unguarded pulley, he would
be readily exposed to the pinch point between the pulley drum
and the belt.  I believe that someone cleaning up around this
area could become entangled in the unguarded pulley, and if
he did, it is reasonably likely that ha would suffer serious
Injuries.  Accordingly, the inspector's "S&S" finding IS
AFFIRMED.

Citation No. 2237055 - No, 47 Electric Screw Feed Motor Shaft

With regard to the unguarded shaft in question, Inspec-
tor McGregor believed that the condition was a violation of
the guarding standard, but he conceded that "it was not rea-
sonably likely to cause an accident" (Tr. 159), and he knew
of no past instances where anyone haa bean injured by contact-
ing such a shaft (Tr. 161).  He- was concerned that someone
walking by during the course of an inspection, or a mainte-
nance man who may be in the area once a shift, once a week, .
or possibly once a month, could contact the shaft (Tr. 161).

Superintendent Bradford testified that the shaft was
located in an isolated area at the end of a catwalk, the
motor is started by a remote control panel, and no one is
routinely in the area on a day-to-day basis. He also con-
firmed that the shaft was smooth and had no protrusions (Tr.
253).

I have previously noted MSHA's "guides" concerning the
guarding of drive shafts which have protrusions or universal
joints. I also note page 8, figure 5, of those "guides,"
which states as follows:  "Remote areas protected by location
need not be guarded. However, if work is performed at suah
location as shown in figure 5, the equipment must be deener-
gizad and locked out and a temporary safe means of access
(ladder) provided before any work is started."

In the case of a smooth drive shaft which is guarded by

location and where it is.....established that the equipment is

energized and locked out before any work is started in that
area, I believe one may reasonably conclude that there is no
violation of the guarding requirements of the standard, par-
ticularly in a case where an inspector relies on the "guides"
to interpret the standard.

In this case, while I cannot conclude that the shaft was
guarded by location, Inspector McGregor made no determination
whether or not the motor was locked out while any maintenance
was being performed. Further, it seems clear to me that the
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